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Tue Irish Remount Case. 


_ Some weeks since we devoted many columns to 
reporting the evidence given before the Police Magis- 
trate in this miserable case. We apologised for the 
fullness of the report by saying that every veterinary 
surgeon would like to know what the facts were, and 
that unless we seized the opportunity there would be 
no other chance, as the case would never be heard 
before a Higher Court. 

In this issue we reprint a portion of the Judge’s 
charge to the Grand Jury, and anyone reading it 
will not be surprised to find that the jury threw out 
the bill and acquitted all the defendants. This 
finding means simply that there was no fraud and 
no conspiracy, and that the poor victims of a Govern- 
ment prosecution have been financially ruined for 
the sake of politics. The War Office knew perfectly 
well there was no case, but had not the courage to 
ignore a lot of howling editors who baited Mr. Brod- 
rick day after day and week after week. 

This case ought to doa little towards dissipating the 
prevalent ignorant notion that every horse transaction 
must necessarily have in it some element of trickery. 
Probably it will not, because the men who know nothing 
of horses—and they are an immense majority—will con- 
tinue to vent their profound ignorance in cheap sarcasm 
whenever a difference of opinion occurs about a horse. 

Our chief interest in the case depended upon the in- 
clusion in it of a veterinary surgeon. Mr. Howard, of 
Ennis, was charged as a defendant with the Studderts. 

Is was a wily move on the part of the Crown to close 

oward’s mouth as a witness for the defendants, but it 

was a legal sacrifice of a man who might have suffered 
cruel wrong had the case gone other than it has. Mr. 
Howard has been acquitted, and those who knew him 
never doubted that he would be. He is a young man 
who, by dint of natural good nature, by his early train- 
ing, and by his own studied efforts for some years, has 
entablished a reputation far outside of his home district 
or honourable conduct. For months past his anxiety 
a worry has —— supported by his confidence in 
= honesty and his strong sense of right. The ordeal 
_ left him untouched, but the cost must have been a 
earful tax on his financial state. Ought we not to re- 
cognise this if Government does not ? 


Foot-anpeMourn mn U.S.A. 


the i Friday the ports of Great Britain. were closed to 
pet a a of a number of States in America. Foot- 
senai cs disease had appeared, and the U.S. Govern- 
set to work to its spread and stamp 
to our robably the outbreak will not do much harm 
tere Bo egy but it might have been very serious. 
against ~ this country has adopted protective laws 
shen oreign live stock, and were it nct for cold 
4 should have had a meat famine. It is to,be 
or ou at the Argentine trade will soon be re-opened 

Tr supplies wil! certainly run short. | 
| 


ROARING IN CATTLE DUE TO GROWTHS 
IN THE THROAT. 


By R. W. Kyowzzs, M.R.C.V.S., Wisbech. 


I was very much interested in the paper read at 
the meeting of the Irish Central Veterinary Associa- 
tion by Mr. A. J. Moffett, especially that part of it 
which related to roaring in cattle. 

Practising as I do in the fens of Cambridgshire I 
see a lot of it, and regard it as one manifestation of 
what is known in my locelity as ‘ Wens,” and I 
quite agree with Mr. Moffett that it is actinomy- 
cotic. A beast will be found to be poking its nose 
and making a snoring noise in inspiration, saliva 
running from its mouth, gccasionally coughing, and 
looking very thin. There may be nothing to see or 
feel externally, but on securing the animal and 
passing the hand into the throat, an enlargement 
will be felt at the roof of the pharynx, just behind 
the posterior nares. At first this is just a swelling 
that may suppurate and break, and the animal make 
a rapid recovery; but very often in course of time it 
developes into a pedunculated tumour, similar in 
shape to an unopened mushroom, which may nearly 
close up the posterior nares and cause great difficulty 
in respiration. 

My first treatment always is to apply a smart dres- 
sing of ung. hydrarg. iodid. rub. 1-6, sometimes with 
good results. If this treatment has no effect I, like 
Mr. Moffett, insert a tracheotomy tube, for I have 
noticed that as soon as breathing is made easier the 
animal will begin to eat again, the power to swallow 
not being so much affected as the power to breathe. 

It is now that my treatment goes a little further 
than that of the essayist. Ifa manual examination 
is periodically made of the tumour, the neck of it 
will be found to be getting thinner and longer, so 
that it can be taken off. For this purpose I have 
found a thin strong wire useful. It should be passed 
round the neck of the tumour by the right hand of 
the operator, which should be kept holding the 
tumour to prevent it slipping off. With his left 
hand he should have hold of one end of the wire, the 
other end being held by an assistant, the wire to be 
long enough for both ends to protrude about twelve 
inches from the mouth. Alternately drawing and re- 
laxing, the neck may be sawn through and the 
tumour brought away. I have operated on some as 
large as an ordinary tea cup this way, and the 
animals will usually make good recoveries. 
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ILEO-CHCAL INVAGINATION. 
By Ws. Paver, M.R.C.V.S., Blackwater. 


Subject. Roan pony gelding, three years old, in fair 
condition. 

History. He was naturally a rather fast harness 
pony, but had been sluggish in harness for a week 
previous to my attending him, had not refused food, 
nor had he shown any indication of pain. 

Symptoms. Usual symptoms of subacute abdominal 
pain, looking round to abdomen, uneasiness, getting 
up and down, pulse 45 for several hours but gradually 
running down as the symptoms increased in severity, 
pain was continual and he would frequently sit on his 
haunches. 

Treatment. Usual anti-spasmodics and anodynes. 
After being ill for 80 hours I diagnosed the case as 
enteritis with some complication, and advised slaugh- 
ter. This was carried out. 

Post-Mortem examination showed invagination of 
ileum into cecum, two feet of the small bowel had 
entered the large so that the mucous membrane was 
on the external surface. The invaginated ileum was 
immensely swollen and inflamed, and almost gan- 

grenous. It could not be withdrawn without incision. 

Remarks. In contrast to Mr. Scott’s case recorded 
in your issue of Nov. 29, which was conspicuous from 
the fact of the colt’s frequent lying on his back, this 
pony repeatedly sat on his haunches but did not adopt 
the former position. Itis also remarkable from there 
being no sign of great distress until evidently the 
ileum had become much swollen and inflamed. The 
contrast of the symptoms in these two almost iden- 
tical cases seems to me to confirm my belief that no 
special symptom can be infallibly regarded as indic- 
ative of a certain complication. For example, I have 
recently had the same pronounced symptoms as Mr. 

Scott records in the colt, i.e., frequent lying on back, 
in a case of twist of the small intestines. 


EXTRACT FROM A REPORT UPON THE 
INVESTIGATION OF HORSE SICKNESS. 


By H. Warxis Pircurorp, F.R.C.V.S., Govern- 
ment Bacteriologist and Director Veterinary 
Department, Natal. 


Some time ago I published in The Agricultural 
Journal a short series of articles embodying my views 
on the etiology or cause of this disease, and there 
while endeavouring to retain an open and unbiassed 
mind on this vexed subject, I stated the various fac- 
tors which had led me to incline to the theory of the 
disease being one which was probably due to the 
agency of suctorial insects, probably some species of 
mosquito. I put this theory forward with diffidence 
as I recognised the possibility of other agencies being 
concerned in the spread of the disease. 

The work of the season just drawing toa close 
has, however, tended to strengthen this theory to a 
considerable degree. The past six months have been 
marked, as you are aware, by a conspicuous absence 

. of the disease, and this fact has prevented the elucida- 
tion of several of the more important points in con- 


nection with the theory, which must—before exact 
observations can be made—be postponed until more 
favourable disease conditions obtain. While working 
chiefly upon this theory of the agency of insects in 
the spread of the disease I have not overlooked the 
possibility of other factors being concerned. Here 
again the absence of the naturally produced disease 
has been a drawback. Animals have been exposed 
under varying conditions of food and surroundings 
for nearly four months, but no instance of a naturally 
contracted form of the disease has been met with, 
although the locality is a dangerous one. This is 
disappointing, and illustrates the length of time 
scientific observations of this nature often demand. 
Had the season been a bad one for the disease, I am 
sanguine enough to think that the proofs of the 
manner in which the disease is generally contracted 
would have been in our possession, or at least that 
negative evidence —upon which scientific advance so 
often depends—would have been forthcoming. 

While, from a consideration of the observations 
detailed below, the possibility of the agency of mos- 
quitos in the production of the disease may now, | 
consider, be reasonably concluded, J do not intend to 
advance the theory that the species of mosquito with 
which these results have been produced 1s the only 
species of insect capable of spreading horse-sickness, 
or that the disease is spread alone through the agency of 
insects. Other factors may well be conceived of as 
being concerned in its production. The fact, how- 
ever, that a disease indistinguishable from a mild 
attack of horse-sickness can be produced through the 
agency of a species of fly must be considered an 
advance in our’ knowledge of the stiology of the 
disease. 

A recognition of the cause of horse-sickness is, ! 
think, the first step in the direction of prevention, 
and while enquiry into curative and immunising 
measures has not been neglected, I am not of the 
opinion that this is either the best or most hopeful 
way of solving the problem of horse-sickness, or 12 
fact any other disease. Given a sound knowledge 
the cause of the malady, it is conceivable that pre 
ventive measures may be devised without much 
difficulty. Future research niay possibly show that 
the mosquito is the chief or perhaps only means 
which the disease is transmitted. I have long thought 
this possible, but do not consider that a conclusion 
can be arrived at without much more extended obser 
vation and clearer scientific proof than we at present 
possess. 

During the recent work I have been able to observe 
that horses, carefully protected from possibility of 
attacks from other insects, can be subjected to the 
bites of a species of mosquito (anopheles) without any 
appreciable after effects, but when steps have been 
taken to infect these insects (by previous feeding 4p" 
an animal suffering from horse-sickness) a diseas 
indistinguishable from a mild attack of horse-5!® 
ness is produced in the horse when the insects st 
allowed access to a horse ina normal condition. 

Reference to the accompanying chart will show 
clearly the intensity of the re-action to the bite of 
infected mosquito. 

Although by subjection tu infected mosquitos 
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have hitherto failed to induce an attack of the disease 
so intense as to prove fatal, it is significant that the 
blood taken from an animal during this modified 
Me sickness has been found capable of producing a simi- 
ie lar reaction in another horse injected with its blood. 
Should such a transference of the virulent form of 
the disease throughout, a series of animals prove to 
be possible in this manner, it will explain to a great 
degree the occurrence of those devastating waves of 
horse-sickness which would be with difficulty ex- 
plicable by spread from a single infective centre. 
While recognising the influence of such factors as 
individual susceptibility (which we know is very 
variable) and degrees of virulence, I am at the same 
time inclined to the belief that the intensity of the 
reaction in a horse bitten by infected mosquitos will 
be found to bear a close relation to the degree to which 
the anrmal has heen bitten. 

This factor is a difficult one to control experimen- 
tally, as the anopheles—which have proved capable 
of conveying the disease—are very intolerant of cap- 
tivity and it has been a matter of repeated observa- 
tion that of, say forty, of these insects confined in 
the horse-box with an infected horse only some six 
or eight will be found to have filled themselves, and 
of these six or eight but a small percentage can be 
induced to feed a second time and so infect another 
host. Climatic conditions apparently regulate the 
conditions of feeding in these insects, as during the 
close warm weather it was observed that the readi- 
ness to feed was much more marked than in cool or 
fresh weather. It is a little unfortunate that a suc- 
cessful method of breeding these insects in captivity 
was not devised until the weather had become so 
cool as to render it a matter of difficulty to get a 
single mosquito to feed upon its equine host, but I 
hope to be able to surmount this difficulty by breed- 
ing a constant supply of these insects for observa- 
tion throughout the winter. If this can be effected 
it may be possible to continue this part of the inves- 
tigation independent of the horse-sickness season, 
thereby definitely proving or disproving this inter- 
esting question of the agency of mosquitos in the 
production of the disease. 

Some of the temperature reactions which are in- 
cluded below were produced by the bite of two, or 
at the most three, infected mosquitos, and in none of 
the cases is it possible that more than six infected 
anopheles are concerned in the production of this 
sudden elevation of temperature. Where a larger 
number of infected anopheles were observed to have 
bitten, the consequent systemic disturbance seems to 
m9 been more marked than where one or two only 

ad access to the host. This point cannot be ascer- 
tainable with certainty, as it is impossible to say when 
an already distended insect has fed for a second time. 
pe pe to Case 11 will show that only four infect- 
ti anopheles were possibly concerned in the produc- 
a a curve which reaches a maximum of 103°6 ; 
h ase 21, _where six infected insects were present, 
se ee is greater reaching 104-6, while in a case 
; — reference to the diary shows to have been 
the infection-box with ‘ many” anopheles, 
of 105-1 is recorded. This observation 
not be considered an exact indication of the pro- 


| 


portionate reaction between a given number of ano- 
pheles and a certain temperature, as the factors of 


individual susceptibility, virulence of disease, etc., are 


not considered, and these latter probably exert a 


marked influence both on the course of the disease 


and upon the temperature curve. An interesting 


fact showing that these latter factors, viz., the course 


of the disease and the thermic curve bear no direct 
relation each to the other is proved by reference to 
the two charts } and No 21, showing that the result 
of the subsequent inoculetion of a large dose of virus 
after the subsidence of the mosquito-curve is attended 
by a fatal issue at a temperature no higher than that ev- 
perienced from the original insect-infection. These are 
the only two cases which have been subjected to this 
test and I am, therefore, hesitant, in consideration 
of the mosquito theory, in attempting an interpre- 
tation of the significance of the result, which proves, 
however, that the intensity of the disease and the 
height of the temperature reaction bear no very 
definite proportion to each other. 

The above strange disturbance of the system of 
the horse after the bite of a mosquito which has pre- 
viously fed upon an infected animal has occurred on 
every occasion (six times) upon which the experiment 
has been repeated. That this disturbance must 
be looked upon as a specific though modified form 
of horse sickness there is, I consider, but small room 
for doubt. Experiments in which a horse was 
subjected to the bite of uninfected anopheles have 
proved negative. 

That the infective process is of the nature of a 
simple transference of the germs of the disease, and 
not analogous to the cycle by which the malarial 
organism is developed in the body of a mosquito and 
again transferred to its human host, seems probable 
from the fact that the reaction under consideration 
can be produced by the bite of a mosquito which has 
fed upon an infected host considerably within forty- 
eight hours previously, a period which seems too 
short to permit of.any great modification of the 
disease germ. How long a mosquito can retain the 
power of producing this reaction after once feeding, 
I have not yet been able to ascertain. 

It is uncertain yet whether the progeny of infected 
mosquitoes is able to produce this reaction. In the 
only instance in which I have been able to bring the 
progeny of infected mosquitos into contact with a 
susceptible horse, a sudden rise of temperature took 
place after about thirteen days seeming to support 
this theory, but an extensive oedema of the legs was 
noticed subsequently which may have contributed to, 
or simulated the characteristic reaction. This ex- 

riment remains therefore to be repeated, and 
should | be fortunate enough to breed anopheles 
and induce them to feed and lay during the colder 
months this point can be decided without waiting 
the advent of the warm weather. 

The fact that no actual fatal issue has attended 
any of the efforts to infect by means of mosquitos 
does not, to my mind, present any great difficulty 
concerning the agency of these insects in the pro- 
duction of a general enzootic or outbreak of the 
disease. We are still ignorant as to what are the 
necessary conditions regulating the spread of South 
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African Horse Sickness. It is conceivable that 
climatic influences are concerned in the production, 
within the mosquito or its host, of a malignant type 
of the disease which could be transferred in a fatal 
form by the bite of a single fiy or in other ways. A 
parallel would not be wanting in the case of the 
organism producing the Redwater disease of cattle 
where the disease is capable during the hot weather 
of assuming a malignant type. Whether this change 
occurs in the body of the tick or its host is unknown. 
It is probable that the early spring rains experienced 
this last year may have induced a premature hatch- 
ing of auopheles which subsequently succumbed to 
the ensuing cold spring weather without feeding and 
consequently laying, and the absence to a notable 
extent of these flies during the warmer months may 
possibly have been concerned in some degree with 
the freedom from the disease experienced last summer. 
This, however, is little more than a theory which has 
brought itself to my notice during the past few 
months. My diary confirms the unfavourable climatic 


conditions and the noticeable absence of anopheles 
subsequently. However this may be, I am sanguine | 
enough to hope that the possible agency of the mos- | 
quito in the production of a mild form of Horse- | 
sickness will lead, though perhaps gradually, to a} 
better understanding than we have hitherto possessed 
of the cause of this deadly disease. 

Meanwhile, as I have said above, the investigation | 
is being pushed in another direction in the hope of | 
being able to introduce a practical method of im- 
munising horses against the disease. I am unable 
to give details of the process by which | am 
endeavouring to accomplish this, for reasons as above | 
and also as the ultimate results are uncertain. The 
present work in this branch during the past brief 
season’s work demands careful repetition and con- 
firmation. ‘The prospect of being able to attain 
the desired end is not, however, devoid of hope. 

All experiments having for their object the proof 
or disproof of the agency of dew, damp grass, etc., 
in the causation of the disease have remained nega- 
tive, as was unavoidable in the entire absence of the 
disease from the district. All the precautions, 
temperature records, specially provided food, water, 
etc., have been rendered inutile through this cause, 
in addition to the somewhat hard conditions imposed 
upon the test animals by reason of their close and 
constant attachment to their picket-ropes. 

My lay assistant, Mr. Power, has ably and con- 
scientiously assisted me in a work which has 
necessitated careful and assiduous application. 


Committee on the Army Veterinary Department. 


The War Office has appointed a Committee on the 
Army Veterinary Department. The Press Association 
understands that Lord Hardwicke, Under Secretary for 
War, is chairman, and that the other members are Major- 
General A. 8. Wynn, Colonel Marling, 18th Hussars : 
Major Rodwell, R.A.; Veterinary Colonel Thomson. 
Director-General Army Veterinary Department : Pro- 
fessor Owen Williams, President Royal College of Veter- 
inary Surgeons ; Mr. James Simpson, F.R.C.V.S.: Mr 
Higgins, Accounts Department. The committee com. 


— ~ sittings at the War Office yesterday morning. 


ANTI-DISTEMPER VACCINATION. 
By Henry Gray, M.R.C.V.S., Kensington, W. 


No doubt most, if not all of the profession, and the 
majority of the dog owning public when they read 
The Veterinary Record of November 22nd, 1902, The 
Field, The Illustrated Kennel News, Our Dogs, Stock- 
Keeper, etc., of Nov. 28th or 29th, were somewhat 
startled by Mr. Sewell’s article on the further experi- 
ments in vaccination against distemper, but as there 
is another side to the question I trust they will reserve 
their judgment until further independent experi- 
ments have been made by a good many of the pro- 
fession in co-operation with large dog owners in 
various parts of the kingdom. May I suggest that 7 
the matter should be taken up by the Veterinary (9 
Societies, The Masters of the Foxhounds Association, 7 
and the Kennel Club acting conjointly and aided by 
a competent pathological bacteriologist. a 

Mr. Sewell has told us that his experiments in F 
vaccination with Dr. Phisalix’ vaccine number 21 in 
all, 14 of them were done by himself, the other seven 
by me, and in almost every instance the dogs con- 
tracted distemper after exposure to the infection, and 
many of them died. Of the first 14 none reacted to 
the vaccine and of the other 7 Mr. Sewell alleges that 
I stated some of them had swellings. 

The true facts are these: On July the 17th, two 
Black and tans were brought to my surgery, 117 Har!’s 
Court Road, and I vaccinated them with the 1st vac- 
cine, but as they did not react I revascinated them 
again with the lst vaccine on July 25th, when they 
again did not react. 

An interval of 48 days elapsed and they were inoe- 
ulated with the 2nd vaccine on Sept 6th, and still had 
no reaction. 1 may add that this last vaccine was 
decomposed,* that is, it gave off a sulphuretted odour 
and when the bottle was being opened gas issued from 
it. The fault was due to the caspule and cork being 
knocked on one side and allowing germs to gall 
admittance. The empty bottle was given to Mr. 
Sewell’s attendant to show his employer. An emply 
bottle that had contained fresh or sweet vaccine was 
also sent for comparison. Mr. Sewell seems to doubt 
this, and therefore theorizes over it. 

At no time up to this did these dogs have a0y 
swelling, at least as far as I know, but one after this 
was coughing and continued to do so for some time 
after. On Sept. 20th both were vaccinated with 2nd 
vaccine, and five days after one of them had a slight 
flattened, diffuse, but scarcely perceptible swelling. 

Two large fox-terriers. Vaccinated on Sept. Geb. 
No reaction. Re-vaccinated on 20th with 2nd vaccine. 
A swelling on each of the dogs was noticed on the 
—_ It was flattened, diffuse, and scarcely perceP: 
ible. 

Four fox terrier puppies were used in this test, but 
one disappeared after the Ist inoculation ; Mr. Seve 
has not accounted for this. The other three wer 
vaccinated on Sept. 6th, 20th, and 27th. No reaction 
nor any redness even at any time. Attention was 


* This and some other samples were delayed at G.P.0. 
consequence of the wrapper round parcels having 
loosened and consequently lost. 
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December 6, 1902 


THE VETERINARY RECURD 365 


charge of a gluey nature from the eyes, that at first 
they were in very poor condition but they gradually 


improved. 
Black Pug. On my first visit in September this 


pug was running from the eyes. As the first three 


inoculations, which were performed at my surgery, 
117 Earl’s Court Road, 8.W., were not satisfactory | 
thought I would visit the location wherein the as 
perimental animals were kept, and was shown a stable 


wanted to give the test every chance and so that the 
dogs should not run any risk in being in a likely 
infected spot. 

It was a green painted stable, next door to Mr. 
Sewell’s own stable, in the mews opposite his sur- 
gery. I was shown nine dogs in a large loose box, | 
and so far as I could see everything seemed satisfac- 
tory. But on an early visit one morning I found 
four of my experimental puppies absent ; but after a 
time I discovered them in a kennel arrangement 
under the stairs of Mr. Sewell’s own stable, in which 
were arranged a row of benches for kennelling dogs. 
These are the facts. 

Now Mr. Sewell siates that some of my dogs had 
swellings ; he does not say they were reactions, nor 
does he allege I informed bim they were reactions. 
Assuming the number of times the swellings were 
observed to be correct they by no means indicate they 
were reactions. Mr. Sewell writes: 

Case 1.—July 7th, ‘‘a little local swelling which 
passed away in a couple of days; ”’ July 25th a small 
swelling at the seat of inoculation, but dispersed in 
three or four days.”” Sept. 6th, ‘a good sized swel- 
ling appeared after this re-vaccination, but passed 
away in four or five days.” 

Case 2.—Sept. 6th,. 2nd inoculation, “a good 
sized swelling appeared but passed away in about 
four days.” Inoculated again on 20th, ‘Mr. Gray 
said on Sept. 24th the vaccination had taken satis- 
factorily.”’ 

Case 3.--Inoculated 2nd time, on Sept. 20th, 
“Mr. Gray said on Sept. 26th, he could detect a 
small swelling at seat of vaccination.” 

Case 4.—Vaccinated 2nd on Sept. 20th, “ small 
— at seat of vaccination,” detected on Sept. 


Case 5.—No swelling. 
Case 6.—No swelling. On Sept. 20th Mr. Sewell 


creasing for four or five days longer, and then grad- 
ually diminishes and disappears within 8 to 16 days. 
The swelling is at first soft and then gradually be- 
comes harder until it gives to the touch a sensation 
of bard fibrous tissue ; it reaches the size of a pigeon 
to a duck’s egg according to the size of the dog; it is 
well defined, stands out well from the limb, globular 
or irregular in shape but always circumscribed. It 
very rarely suppurates, at least I have only seen it 
once in about 300 cases. When it does suppurate I 
attribute it to septic contemination. 

The reaction also causes pain, lameness, dulness, 
and loss of appetite which disappears in a day or 
two. In none of Mr. Sewell’s dogs were any of these 
phenomena observed. Therefore his dogs did not 
react. He will naturally ask why? There is one, 
if not two answers. 

(1) Hither the dogs were contaminated with infec- 
tion before or during the vaccinal reaction. 

(2) Or the vaccine was too attenuated and not. 
capable of producing a reaction. 

!,—I am not going to seriously contend this, since 
seeing the dogs took on disease about the natural 
time they would after exposure to infection; but | 
see no reason why they should not have had a mild 
form of distemper immediately before or during the 
vaccinal testing. Mr. Sewell very well knows that a 
dog may take on slight distemper and appear very 
little the worse and yet at a future exposure suffer 
severely. Moreover a dog will escape distemper 
when exposed to it at one time and then develop 
it ata laterexposure. Again in conducting experi- 
ments to obtain negative results the germs of dis- 
temper may exist in dogs and produce no disease 
until some adverse influence, such as fright, chills, 


etc., starts their virulency.: 


II —Phisalix’ vaccine in many cases | have found 


appears to be too attenuated and consequently to 
cause no reaction. I have had samples that have 
been as clear as sherry and contained very few if any 
particles visible to the naked eye. In other instances 
it has had flocculi floating about in it yet the fluid 
itself has not been turbid; and, finally in the 
majority of bottles it has been of the normal appear- 
ance, that is, when shaken up it has been turbid due 
to particles floating in the fluid. When sweet it has 
the odour of fresh Brand’s Essence of Beef Jelly. 
Its colour is of an olive tint. 


Living drugs and bacterial products of animal 


admits it had a slight watery discharge from nose, he | origin are all uncertain in their action. They are 


says nothing about eyes. 
Case 7,—No swelling. 
Case §.—No mention. 


liable to changes or over attenuation and Phisalix’s 
vaccine is no exception to the rule. Calf lymph, 
tuberculin, mallein, etc., all belong to the same cate- 


Case 9.—Conirol pug; no special mention, not| gory. We do not condemn them in a wholesale 


vaccinated, 


” It will be scen from these quotations from some of 
t. Sewell’s assertions that some of the swellings 


manner because they are sometimes failures. No, we 
generally point out the fact and try to get it remedied. 


How are veterinary practitioners to judge of its 


disappeared within five days at the most, others did strength? The answer is: Only by trying it on 


hot appear for four or five days, or even longer after. 


puppies that have not had distemper nor been ex- 


the inoculation. Now if these were reactions it is posed to infection. I verily believe that all the 


peculiar that they should disappear so soon or appear 


failures over this vaccine have been where veteri- 


so late after inoculation. Nothing is said about the nary surgeons have not taken the trouble to see 
‘ppearances of the swellings. Does Mr. Sewell infer whether a proper reaction has been obtained. One 


——— were reactions? If so heis mistaken. 
en a dog reacts the swelling commences about 


ought not to assure one’s clients of its utility until it 
has been produced. In Mr. Sewell’s case it is 


IS or 24 days after the inoculation and goeson in- different, because I warned him not to put his 
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dogs in contact with distempered dogs and against 
my consent, although he wished it, he recklessly 
allowed his dogs to contract disease and then con: 
demned the vaccine. He was forwarned of the 
result so he should have foreseen it. There is noth- 
ing more surprising in this than there is in a man 
contracting small-pox after failing to ‘‘ take” vacci- 
nation with calflymph. There is nothing surprising 
if a dog takes distemper after a successful vacci- 
nation. Does not man sometimes develop small- 
pox after successful vaccination with calf lymph ? 

May not a dog develop distemper after a psevious 
attack of that disease? Yes, and he freqnently does ; 
as man may contract a second or even a third attack 
of small-pox. It is a question of comparison. 

lf Mr. Sewell really meant to be serious why did 
he not avail himself of the opportunities he had 
offered to him of inspecting dogs that had reacted 
characteristically ? Why did he not accede to the 
request of some dog owners, who had had their dogs 
immunised, for him to retest this immynity ? 
Probably Mr. Sewell will say Phisalix’s Yaccine 
causes no reaction and consequently no immunity. 
He can say so, so far as his own experience is con- 
cerned, but there are others, for instance, Messrs. 
Hunting, Hobday, Clarke, Whicher, Renfrew, all 
members of the veterinary profession to which Mr. 
Sewell belongs, who can testify that it does. I will 
say nothing of my own tests which number some 
hundreds. 

Mr. Sewell must try Phisalix’s vaccine not in 
stables that have been used before for distemper 
experiments or anti-pneumonia vaccinations, or con- 
tained diseased dogs of any description. He must 
take a place in the country, far away from town, 
where there is no diseased dog nor any source of 
probable infection or contagion. 


ACTION AGAINST A M.R.C.V.S.—“ ROARING.” 
( Reported, ) 


At the Norwich County Court on November 27th 
His Honour Judge Willis, K.C., had before him an Bro 0 
in which Arthur Bullard, a horse dealer of Norwich 
sued Mr. William Frederick Howes, a veterinary sur. 
geon, also of Norwich, to recover £48 3s. 9d. damages 
arising through the alleged negligence of defendant’s 
assistant In giving a certificate of soundness in respect to 
a horse which the plaintiff bought, and which after he 
to be a roarer. 

r. Duckworth (instructed by Mr. E. A. B 
for the plaintiff, and Mr. E. E. Wild and ie ee 
Barrett (instructed by Mr. W. E. Keefe) were for the de- 
jur was sworn be try the case. 

Mr. Wild at the outset took a prelimi jecti 
tis H of action was 

His Honour said the particulars of the plainti i 
disclosed no cause of action. There 
sale alleged. Defendant was a veterinary surgeon, and 
of course he was responsible if he misrepresented the 
state and condition of the horse, of which there was no 
allegation. It was incumbent upon him to exercise a 
reasonable care in making an examination, and although 
he might have made a mistake no action would lie 
against him. There was no suggestion of fraud 

Mr. Duckworth: No. In July of this year Mr. Bul- 
lard was desirious of purchasing a horse from Mr Fred 
Howlett, a horse dealer of Vaxham, Norfolk, and that 


| eestteuen was prepared to sell him a brown gelding 


subject to the animal passing a veterinary examination. 
On the 14th of July plaintiff went to the defendant's 
premises but Mr. Howes was away ill, and he inter- 
viewed his assistant, Mr. Mayall, who is also an 
M.R.C.V.S. Mr. Mayall accordingly went over to Yax- 
ham to examine this horse and gave the following certifi- 
cate “I hav2 this day examined as to soundness 
at Yaxham, at your request, a brown gelding, 5 years off, 
white star. Apart from splints on the inside of both 
fore legs, to which I do not attach importance, I am of 
opinion the gelding is sound.—Yours truly G. Mayall, 
for W. F. Howes.” Relying on that-certificate Mr. Bul- 
lard bought the horse for £85. It was in good condition 
but rather raw and Mr. Bullard intended to resell it 
as a brougham horse. Learned Counsel pointed out 
that the certificate stated that the horse was five years 
old, whereas as a matter of fact it was only four, which 
did not look as if Mr. Mayall had made a very careful 
examination of the animal. On the 9th of August Mr. 
William Case, a gentleman farmer, of Tuttington, came 
to him and bargained with Mr. Printer, a friend of the 
plaintiff, as to the purchase of the horse. The sale was 

completed on the 11th of August, and it was arranged 
that the plaintiff should receive £20 and two other horses 
for the gelding. On the 14th of August Mr. Case com- 

plained as to condition of the animal, and Mr. Fred. 

Low, a veterinary surgeon of Norwich, went over to 

Tuttington to look at it, and upon his report it was re- 

turned to the plaintiff two days later. The horse was 

subsequently tried on the Castle Hill at Norwich by Mr. 

Howes, who was not satisfied then that it roared. A 

further trial was arranged on the Bishopgate Field at 

Norwich, and there it was given an extended gallop, 

and then Mr. Howes had no doubt it was a roarer. 

Plaintiff asked him what he intended to do in the 

matter, but he did not admit that he was responsible in 

any way, and would not come toterms. The whole case 

was whether the assistant ought to have detected that 

the animal was a roarer, and if he ought to have 

discovered it the plaintiff was entitled to recover 

damages. 

Plaintiff in the witness-box said he bought two horses 
of Mr. Howlett and received two certificates as to sound: 
ness. There was no complaint with regard to one of the 
animals. The horse in question he tried several times 
whilst it was in his possession but did not notice that it 
wasaroarer. He did not gallop it to try its wind, an 
when it was in his stables it was not ill in any way. 4° 
spoke to the sale of the animal to Mr. Case and to Its 
return tohim. He asked Mr. Howlett to take it back, 
but he refused and it was subsequently sold at Messrs. 
Spelman’s sale for 50 guineas. ‘ 

Learned counsel agreed that if the plaintiff was ent 
tled to succeed the damages should be set at £40. 

Plaintiff stated that he had never known a horse t0 
start roaring without some previous illness. There was 
such a thing as a born roarer. , 

In cross-examination plaintiff said he did not believe 
that roaring was gradually developed, and that it wa 
sometimes intermittent. He thought that galloping * 
horse up the Cattle Market Hill three times was 4 fal 
test to ascertain if he were a roarer. 

Mr. Edward Printer, a horse dealer, of Queen’s Road, 
Norwich, stated that whilst the horse was in Mr. Bal 
lard’s possession it appeared to be in perfect. conditioo. 
Witness was present when the animal was tried 00 the 
Bishopgate meadow, and after he had been galloped 
round the pasture once he could be heard. at 

Crosss-examined witness frequently saw the horse 
exercise and noticed nothing rity him to think it 4 
unsound. He never tested it for its wind. last 

Frederick Daniels, a groom in the employ of the 
witness, deposed to having exercised the horse 08 


reins. He never put it intoa gallop. 
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Mr. Frederick Low, veterinary surgeon, of Norwich, 
said he examined the gelding at Tuttington on the 15th 
of August and found it to bearoarer. The horse was 
galloped round in a ring on a long rein and when he had 
gone round three or four times witness found that he 
made a noise. Witness examined him as to his age and 
found he was four years old. The horse was in good 
health and showed no indication of having suffered lems 
recent illness. In his opinion the animal was unsound. 

By the Judge: It was impossible for him to speak 
positively to the condition of th: horse on the 14th of 
July. It was — for a horse to develope into a 
-roarer without having had an illness, but that would be 
due to hereditary causes and might not be detected 
during the first two or three years of its existence. 

By Mr. Duckworth : He had known horses to become 
roarers at four or five years, after they had been sound 
previously. He could not say if this was a case of here- 
ditary roaring but it rather appeared so. 

In answer to the judge witness said a horse might be a 
roarer on the 15th of August although there might be no 
signs of whistling or roaring on the 15th of July. 

In further examination witness said the horse might 
have been a whistler three or four weeks, but he could 
not say positively. 

ross-examined by Mr. Freeman Barrett ‘witness said 
the test made by Mr. Mayall of galloping the horse three 
quarters of a mile with a man on its back was a 
good one. 
Mr. John Pollock, veterinary surgeon, of Norwich, 
said he examined the horse in several ways on August 
25th and formed an opinion that it was a roarer of long 
standing. 
Mr. W. Shipley, veterinary surgeon, of Great Yar- 
mouth, said he examined the horse on the 25th August 
and came to the conclusion that it was a roarer. 

Was that in yonr opinion of recent development !/— 
Not altogether, it had been in existence some little time, 
it might have been a matter of three or four weeks. 

The Judge : That carries us back to the beginning of 
August, and the animal had been sold three weeks then. 
. Witness further stated that he tested the animal by 
reer pe a man ride it round a pasture, and after it 
about 200 or 300 yards he discovered it was a 
Mr. Wild : You agree thata gallop in a field for three- 
mage of a mile would bea fair test ; supposing when 
_— from that gallop the horse was coughed would that 

€ an additional test /—It might be coughed, but I don’t 
see what good it would be. 

It might be of some use ?—1t would not do any harm, 
and might be some good. 

The Judge: The gentleman says a competent veteri- 
nary can fairly test the wind by galloping a horse for 

of a mile in a field. 
ine closed the plaintiff’s case and Mr. Wild formally 
Submitted that there was no case to go to jury. 

e.. “ Honour thought there was. The horse at all 
a 8 was discovered by Mr. Case to be a roarer on the 
Me eas = of August, and Mr. Low and the other 
He og ad said they could not say in their jrdgment 
ot Ae 4 roarer on the 14th of July. hey had 
= sage . that it was quite possible for a horse not 
pt — a from whistling or roaring on the 14th of 
nts — ong such by the 15th of August. There 

Mr. Wild or the jury to consider upon that. 
wana 1 , in his address to the jury, remarked that the 
what the very greatest importance ‘to Mr. Mayall 
lenin eld his diploma for seven years, and for the 
wa se had been assistant to Mr. Howes of Nor- 

oe igo | the whole of the time he had been in the 
fr pe — e had given satisfaction to his clients, and it 
in “oan _ suggested that he had been negligent 
was a well whatever. Moreover Mr. Howes himself 
nown veterinary surgeon ; he was veterinary 


surgeon to the Corporation, and had been in the City 
for upwards of 10 years, and the very fact that he em- 
ployed Mr. Mayall was sufficient to show that in his 
opinion at all events he was a good man and was entitled 
to be trusted by the public. Mr. Howes was prepared 
to admit that he was responsible for Mr. Mayall’s actions 
and that if Mr. Mayall was negligent on the 14th o 
July he would take the responsibility. A very serious 
charge had been brought against a professional gentle- 
man. It was not suggested that he had been guilty of 
any fraud, but it was suggested that his conduct was 
such that he did not bring that ordinary care and skill 
which a qualified veterinary surgeon ought to bring to 
the examination of this horse. That was the point 
which had to be considered. The question the jury had 
to decide was whether the examination which was con- 
ducted by Mr. Mayal! was a proper and fit examination 
conducted with ordinary care and skill, such as a man 
in his position would be expected to bring upon his 
work. No one witness had been called by the plaintiff 
to say that the examination was an improper one. Mr. 
Howlett was present at the examination, and one natur- 
ally expected that he would have been called to speak to 
it. He could call Mr. Mayall and if necessary Mr. How- 
lett to show how the examination was conducted, and 
he thought that after hearing the evidence the jury 
would be of opinion that the action ought never to have 
been brought, and that the professional reputation of a 
gentleman ought never to have been questioned on such 
flimsy statements. Plaintiff himself be said the trial 
was a proper one. He had the horse in his own stable 
from the 15th of July to the 15th of August aud nothing 
was noticed to be the matter with it. The first time it 
was examined by any one of the plaintiff's witnesses was 
on the 15th of August when it was examined by Mr. 
Low who no doubt found it to be a roarer. But Mr. 
Low told them that a competent vet. would have put 
him into a gallop in the same way either with a man on 
his back or otherwise. It was impossible for him to say 
positively what the condition of the horse was on the 
14th of July, but it might have been a whistler for three 
or four weeks. Mr. Pollock agreed, and Mr. Shipley 
went further and said it was a matter of weeks, probably 
three or four weeks. What Mr. Mayall did was this. 
He was called in to examine the horse and he took it 
and put it through the ordinary standing tests. After- 
wards he took it into _a field and a man with a stick in 
his hand rode it for three-quarters of a mile galloping 
as fast as the horse could go. Mr. Mayall then examined 
the animal and in order that he might be perfectly 
certain that there was nothing the matter with it, he 
went so far as to cough it, that was he pressed the 
windpipe when the animal was fresh from the gallop to 
make it cough. He did so and came to the conclusion 
that the horse was sound. He gave that as his honest 
opinion. It was admitted not to be a fraudulent opinion 
and he suggested that it was the opinion of a competent 
man given after a reasonable examination. Without 
further comment he would call Mr. Mayall, and when 
the jury had heard his evidence he thought they would 
be satisfied that he brought that skill and care to bear 
which was to be expected of a veterinary surgeon, and 
that he was entitled to their verdict. 

Mr. Mayall who stated that he obtained his diploma 
in 1895 and had been assistant to Mr. Howes for four 
years, deposed to going tv Yaxham, where he met Mr. 
Howlett. He first took a general survey of the horse, 
examined its eyes, and manipulated it with his hands. 
He examined its mouth for age and came to she conclu- 
sion that it was about 5 years old. He knew by its 
stamp and size that it was aforeign horse, and thought it 
was rising 5. 

The J = he pointed out that he had stated that it was 
5 years off. ; 

Witness replied that that was a clerical error, it should 
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have been rising five. After examining the mouth he 
examined the legs and backs, and found splints on the 
— of the fore legs but did not attach any importance 
to that. 

By the Judge : So far as that examination was con- 
cerned the horse was.sound, 

Mr. Wild : What was the next step? 

Witness stated that he had the horse saddled and pro- 
ceeded to test its wind. Mr. Howlett’s man galloped it 
for half to three-quarters of a mile at top speed and hit 
it with a stick tomake it go. When he was pulled up 
witness listened to hear if he made any noise. 

The Judge: Did you hear any noise when he; was 
brought past you in his gallop ?—No. 

Mr. Wild : How was his breathing when he was pulled 
up ?—His breathing was rapid but that was only what 
one would expect from a horse which was not in the pink 
of condition. 

Witness heard no whistling nor anything to lead 
him to think there was any trouble. After the horse 
was brought tack to the stable he coughed him, and if 
he had been a roarer he would have shown symptoms of 
roaring. Subsequently witness had him harnessed and 
put into a heavy brake. He was driven for about half 
a mile on the road at a fast trot and he went sound and 
all right. When they returned witness got off the box 
and listened to his breathing but noticed nothing ab- 
normal. That concluded the examination and on the 
strength of it he gave his report. 

Did you bring to the examination the best of your 
judgment and ability /— Yes. 

In reply to the judge witness stated that he had 
tested at least 50 borses since he had been in Norwich. 

Cross examined by Mr. Duckworth witness said he 
coughed the horse because of its rapid breathing and 
did it as an auxiliary test. Some veterinarians frequently 
employed that test and some did not. It was as an 
additional precaution that he had the horse harnessed, 
and that was also on account of its rapid breathing. 
He noticed nothing wrong with the breathing then. 

The Judge: I think I could have detected a little 
whistling myself. 

_ Mr. Duckworth: Do you suggest this horse was an 
intermittent roarer 7/—I[ have no experience of intermit- 
tent roarers. 

Are they rather rare ?—I should say so. 

Do you agree that this horse now is a roarer?—Yes ; [ 
have never heard him roar but [ agree with the opinion 
of the other gentlemen. 

Have you ever in your experience known a horse to 
develope roaring without some previous illness 7— No. 

The Judge: Have you not seen him tried since the 
12th of August 7—No, the second time [ saw him tried 
on the Cattle Hill he did not roar. 

Mr. Duckworth: If Mr. Pollock and Mr. Low are 
correct in saying that there were no signs of recent ill- 
ness is it not probable in your opinion there might have 
been some whistling on the 15th of July ? 

The Judge ; The other witnesses had said they did not 
think it was probable there was on the 15th of July. 

Mr. Fred. Howlett, horse dealer, of Yaxham, deposed 
to Mr. Mayall coming to his premises to examine a brown 
gelding on the 14th of July. Witness’ man rode it up 
and down a field three times at full gallop and when 
the horse was pulled up Mr. Mayall listened to its re- 
spiration and said it was sound. The horse was after- 
wards harnessed and driven. Only two days before it 
was examined by a London vet. who passed it as sound 

Mr. Duckworth : If this horse was sound why was it 
necessary that you should suggest to Mr. Bullard that he 
should have it examined ?—-That is always the best and 
there are no disputes afterwards. I said | would sell 
toa surgeon’s certificate 

was it necessary to put Mr. : 
put Mr. Bullard to that ex- 


When this horse was tested did you hear any noise ?— 
No, I listened for it. I have had a great many veteri- 
narians in my place and I think Mr. Mayall gave the 
horse an extraordinary trial. 

Mr. W. F. Howes said he believed Mr. Mayall to be a 
competent man or otherwise he would not have kept 
him. He had given every satisfaction. About the 3rd 
of September witness tried the horse on the Cattle Hill. | 
His man rode it at a gallop up the hill three times and 
there was no noise. 

Is it possible for a horse to be a roarer one day and 
not a roarer the next ?—Certainly. 

Is it possible for him to exhibit signs of it one day 
and not the next /—Certainly. Rearing came on ina 
day and it was not necessary to have any previvus illness 
before roaring commenced. When I saw him on Bishop- 
gate Field he had no doubt become a roarer. 

Professor J. W. Axe, for 25 years professor at the 
Royal Veterinary College, London, said he regarded Mr. 
Mayall’s test as a sufficient and proper test for wind, and 
in his opinion nothing more could have been done. 
There were numerous causes which gave rise to roaring, 
but the one with which the term was generally applied 
arose from a certain paralysed condition of certain 
muscles of the larynx, and that might arise without any 
evidence of illness. He would state a case which occur- 
red in his own experience two years ago, where he exam- 
ined a horse on a particular day, passed him, and three 
weeks later rejected him asa roarer. In his opinion this 
hcrse might have been sound on the 14th of July and a 
roarer on the 15th of August without any intervening 
illness. He thought the roaring might be due to spasms 
of the muscles of the larynx, and if he did not roar on 
the day of the examination by no skill could the trouble 
have been discovered. 

Roaring is like asthma, you may have it one day and 
not the next ?—Very much so. 

Mr. W. Bower, of East Rudham, Norfolk, veterinary 
surgeon to the King, said a horse could become a rvarer 
in less than three weeks. He had known them to be 
come rcarers ina week. There were such things as inter- 
mittent roarers, although they were rare. He was called 
to see a horse one day which he knew to bea roarer. He 
tried his hardest to make him roar but could not get 4 
roar out of him, and had to pass him as sound, although 


he knew him to be a roarer some months previously. The 


horse went away to his new home and after some weeks 
roared again. 

By Mr. Duckworth : That was the only case of the 
kind he had had. 

Mr. William Hunting, examiner to the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons, said he considered Mr. Mayall’s 
test to be a sufficient one. He agreed with Mr. Bowers 
evidence as to intermittent roaring, and when questioné 
as to how long roaring took to develope, said he had 
known it to develop in three weeks without illness. A 
horse sound on the 14th of July might become a roarer 
by the 15th of August. ; 

Mr. Wild said the question the jury had to decide was 
whether this was a proper examination It was admit- 
ted by seven witnesses that if what Mr. Mayall said was 
true theexamination was a proper one. There coul 
no suggestion that Mr. Mayall had stated what was UD 
true as he had been corroborated by Mr. Howlett. The 
authorities on both sides had agreed that roariog was ® 
trouble that might come on in a very short time. 
although they differed as to a week, a fortnight, or three 
weeks. That was all consistent with the horse not being 
a roarer on the 14th of July, although he was found to 
be a roarer on the 15th of August. Mr. Howes exal 
ined the animal and there was no reason to discredit his 
examination. That being so he asked the jury te 4 
that not only was Mr. Howes entitled to their verdict, 
but that it was a case that ought never to have been 


brought. It was a most serious charge to bring against 


| 
| 
ri; 
he 
ae | 
pt i 
rd 
d | | 
ss 
p- 
3 
d ii 
d 
i 
} 
| 
| 
\ 


The Veterinary Record, 6th Dec., 1902. E 


1 


Considerations of space, and difficulty in reproducing 
the charts by “process” prevent us giving the whole 105° 
nine sent us. We have selected a “ typical ” curve, and = 
one following inoculation, and give belowthe essential }- 
points of the others, 


No. D/2.—Feb. 8th to April 11th. Showing influence of 104° 
bite of Uninfected Anopheles. = 


April 8th. Placed in smoke compartment where dung We & 
tires were kept burning from 4 p.m. tu8a.m.; temp. 
morn. 100°2. Feb. 15th Taken from smoke compart- 
ment, temp. 98°6. March 20th. 14 anopheles not having 
previously fed from an infected animal put in with this 
animal, temp. 98°5. The temperature for three weeks 

receding and three weeks following March 20th varied 

tween 97°8 and 99°8. No such curve as in other 
diagrams. 


No. Dj2.-—April 19th to May 20th. Temp. morn. be- 
tween 97°2 and 98°8. No curve. April 29ch, A large 
lot of anopheles (clean) put in with this animal. 


— 
=) 
WN 

oO 


102° 


=) 
— 
O 


Temperature (Fahrenheit) 


(The following are the six referred to on page 363.) 


H : 

No. 11.—Feb. 8th to April 22nd, 1902. Showing Ano- 100 

pheles curve after lengthy normal record. 

Placed in smoke compartment y'eb. 18th. Temp. (M.) 

99 2, fluctuating between 98°2 atfd 100°2. March 30th, : 
98°4. Placed in infection box ; 4 full anopheles observed ; 
temp. rising, April 2nd, 100°4 ; falling, April 7th, 97°7 ; 
rises, April 14th, 102°7 (maximum 15tb, 104°6); falls, 
April 20th, 97.5—returns to normal. 


No. 21,—-Feb. 16th to April 26th. Showing Anopheles 
curve with relapse and subsequent fatal curve. 


Feb. 16th placed in smoke compartment, temp. (morn.) X Feb. 12th. Placed in infection bi! er 
98°4, varying to 97°6, 99°3, 98°3, 99°5. Feb. 26cb, placed and 10 c.c. injected into No. 2}. piu 
in infection box with anopheles. On entrance 6 ano- : 
rege were noticed engorged with blood. Temp. 98°9. 105° 

eb. 27th, 99°4. Steady to March 8th, 99°8; rises, 

March 11th, 103'2 ; falls, March 19th, 98°1 ; rises, March 

22nd, 10277 ; falls, March 25th, 98°7 ; fluctuates, 100°5, 

98°4. April 17, intravenous injection of virus ; 100, to 

April 17th, 100°2 rises, April 25th, 103°6 104 

No. 1/4—April 4th to April 26th. Showing Anopheles 
curve and subsequent fatal curve. 

April 4th. Placed in infection box. Anopheles had 
been feeding on sick horse No. 1/3, and were in shed 
when this horse was put in. Temp. (morn.) 101; falls, 
April 5th, 98°1 ; steady to April 10th; rises, April 14th 
and 15th, 103°9 1037; falls, April 1.th, 98°1. Subcu- 
taneous injection 2°5 c.c. virulent bluod. April 20th, 
rising, April 24th and 25th, 102°5, 102°8; April 26th, 
10271 ; died 7.15 p.m. 


No, Dis Feb. 4th to March 17*th.—Showing curve pro- 
duced by natwal infection—anopheles escaping 
From infection box closely contiguous. 


Feb. 8th. Placed in smoke compartment, temp. 100°2 ; 
varies, 98°9, 997. Seventy-five anopheles escaped from 
infection box, having fed on No. 1 and No. 19, between 
11th and 17th ; 17 escaped from No. 19, between 15th and 
17th. Similar curve. Falls to97°6 on Feb. 23rd; rises, 


March Ist and 2nd 104°9, 104°7: falls. March es, 
varies to 99°5 March 17th. ; falls, March 6th, 98°3 ; 


No. 1/5 April 23rd to Ma .— Showing 
curve with possible issue. 
April 26th. Placed in infection bo it 
+. Anopheles noticed in box full of blood. oe 


= bs 28th to 30th, 99°9 ; rises, May 3rd, 104’6 ; 4th, died 


Temperatare (Fahrenheit) 
© 
Do 


No. 1. See diagram. 


(To | 
1069 a 
| 
| 
to 
" 
4 
No. 23. th, 


ESTIGATION OF HORSE SICKNESS. | | 
illustrate Mr. H. Watkins Pitchford’s Report.) | 


> 


to March 12th. Showing typical curve from anopheles attack. 


: billimmliter death of No. 17. X Feb. 15th. Removed to camp stables. Q Mar. 2nd. 50 c.c. abstracted (temp. 105°6) 
3, Matures (morning) show Mar. 13th, 99°9; fluctuating to Mar. 19th, ror-4 ; falling steadily to Mar. 25th, 99°5. 


i. 
i 


h, Showing reaction of horse to 10 c.c. blood taken from No. 1 the previous day. 


ar. 3. Intravenous injection. 
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a well established firm. It was a reflection upon Mr. 
Mayall, and unless the jury were prepared to say he had 
not told the truth he confidently asked them to give the 
defendant their verdict. 

Mr. Duckworth, replying for the plaintiff, said it was 
quite possible that Mr. Mayall did make an ordinary and 
proper test, the question was whether he ought to have 
seen evidence that the horse was suffering from roaring 
in face of the fact that it was undoubtedly a roarer 
now. 

The Judge pointed out that there was no evidence of 
the horse being a roarer on th 14th of July. 

Mr. Duckworth, continuing, stated that they might 
take it that the roaring did not rise from illness during 
the time the horse was in the plaintiff's stables. He 
asked the jury to accept Mr. Pollock’s opinion that the 
roaring was of longstanding. The question was whether 
this roaring was in such a state on the 14th of July that 
taking reasonable care Mr. Mayall ought to have dis- 
covered it. He contended that Mr. Mayall had exhibi- 
ted carelessness in stating that the horse was 5 off in- 
stead of rising 5. It was a little thing but it did give 
some indication of the care with which the examination 
was made. As to the examination it was quite clear 
Mr. Mayall was not satisfied with the exercises in the 
tield He noticed the horse’s rapid breathing and he 
went further and made it cough and also put it in harness 
which, in the opinion of most of the witnesses was an 
unnecessary thing if there was no sign of roaring during 
the severe test he said it was put to. Did not the jury 
think there was that beginning of the whistling which 
afterwards developed into roaring? Did not Mr. Mayall 
ought to have been led to suspect that there was some- 
thing wrong with the aoise, and ought he not to have 
_— put on his guard in consequence of its rapid breath- 

ng. 

_ The Judge in summing up said this was one of the 
simplest questions that Bu 4 come before a tribunal. 
The case was brought to recover compensation for want 
of care on the part of Mr. Howes in furaishing a certifi- 
cate as to the soundness of a horse which Mr. Bullard 
Was proposing to buy. He proposed to buy two horses 
of Mr. Howlett subject to them passing a veterinary 
examination. The veterinary does not promise that he 
will give a sound opinion, he only promises that he 
will in the discharge of the duty he has undertaken bring 


to the discharge of that duty the care and skill and | 


treatment which a competent veterinary surgeon would 
bring. And if he brings that exercise of his skill and 
care to the best of his ability, and such ability as an 
ordinary veterinary surgeon possessed, then in that case 
although he might give a wrong opinion he was not 
responsible for any loss which might result from his 
employer acting upon that opinion. They could not make 
Bull gentleman liable unless the purchase which Mr. 
i ard effected was made upon a certificate a compe- 
od veterinary would not have given. If the jury were 
oe that there was no want of care on the part of 
rose oe In respect to the certificate it was their duty 
te nda ong for the defendant. If they thought that 
an ase was due to Mr. Bullard acting upon a 
ed eate which a veterinary surgeon of competent skill 
r he would never have written then they would find 
thon ee ag the plaintiff for the sum of £40. He 
oo ~ € case on the part of the plaintiff was launched 
mal - thinnest piece of ice upon which claim ever 
for the ene first of all the jury could not find a verdict 
ch ad alntiff unless they were satisfied that the horse 
uly. the dee from roaring or whistling on the 14th of 
first thin, “ on which it wasexamined. That was the 
not a a e plaintiff must establish. If the horse was 
any kin ath or whistler cn the 14th of July no skill! of 
oarin oh had been told could have discovered it. 
the la & might arise from a condition of the muscles of 
rynx, and that condition could not be ascertained 


except by a sound which the horse emitted during the 
test, and if he was nota rodrer on that day then no action 
could lie against the defendant. Thus the first thing the 
jury had to consider was, was this horse a whistler or a 
roarer on the 14th of July? Was there any evidence of 
it? None. He could not see a case for the jury’s con- 
sideration. The whole evidence as to the state and con- 
dition of the horse on the 14th of July was what had 
been supplied by the defendant. The plaintiff had not 
called a single witness to say that the animal was a 
roarer ora whistler on the 14th of July or on any days 
prior thereto, but he contended that from the state and 
condition subsequent to the examination that there ought 
to have been inferred the existence of that condition on 
the day of the examination. On the 12th of August it 
was alleged by Mr. Case to be a roarer, found by Mr. 
Low to bea roarer on the 15th, a roarer subsequently 
when examined by Mr. Pollock and Mr. Shipley. No 
person had been called to say that the horse was a 
‘ whistler or a roarer before the 14th of July, and Mr. Low 
‘said that from his experience of the horse on the 15th 
of August he could not say that it must have been suffer- 
ing from whistling or roaring on the 14th of July. Three 
weeks or a month roaring might take to develop. The 
animal had been away 32 days at the time Mr. Low 
examined it, and he said he would not from the condi- 
tion of the horse on the 15th of August say that in his 
opinion it was suffering from whistling or roaring on the 
14th of July. Mr. Pollard agreed with Mr. Low, but 
thought it might have been longer. Mr. Shipley said he 
would only give three or four weeks from the time when 
he saw the horse as the time which it had suffered from 
this whistling. And they all said that this was a time 
irrespective of any question of illness of any kind. They 
had had Professor Axe who had told them that he had 
passed a horse one day as being sound and had found no 
traces of whistling, which was only a modification of the 
disease, and in three weeks as soon as he began to test 
the horse again had seen that it was a roarer. That 
agreed with Mr. Shipley’s evidence. Mr. Bower had 
said that he had actually known the thing to occur 
within a week. There was not a single witness called 
for the plaintiff or for the defendant who could say that 
the horse was a whistler on the 14th of July. If it was 
not there was an end tothe case. The plaintiff ought to 
satisfy the jury that it was on the 14th of July and in 
respect of that there was no direct evidence. The jury 
| had nothing to do with the question of age. The pecul- 
\iarity of the complaint appeared to him tc be such that 
anyone could detect it in a moment. It was not sugges- 
ted that Mr. Mayall was in complicity with any person 
and wrote this certificate and said what he knew to be 
untrue. He certified the animal to be sound, and if he 
wasan honest man that must be a true certificate so far 
as his judgment and knowledge extended. There was no 
evidence except a mere inference from the subsequent 
state of the horse. Unless Mr. Mayall wrote what he 
knew to be untrue the animal on the 14th of July could 
not have been a roarer, and the jury had heard it fre- 
quently said that in less time than in this case a horse 
may be found perfectly sound in limb, but there might 
be a condition of things which would subsequently give 
rise to roaring but it would, however, to perfectly sound 
one day and within two or three weeks it might be found 
to be a whistler or a roarer. In his opinion there was no 
satisfactory evidence that the horse was a whistler or a 
roarer on the 14th of July. 

The jury at once found for the defendant and expressed 
regret that the case had ever been brought. 

The Judge concurred, and entered judgment for the 
defendant with costs. 

Mr. Wild applied for costs under the C. scale as the 
case was one of great public importance. 

The Judge: I agree. I think the case is of considerable 
importance and interest. 
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December 6, 1902 


CAPE PARLIAMENT. 


Tue SPREAD OF GLANDERS. 


Hon. Mr. Van Den HEEVER moved that, owing to 
the prevalence of glanders, the Government should intro- 
duce a measure prohibiting the sale of and the trading 
in horses and mules in the Colony, without a certificate 
of a veterinary surgeon, or of the magistrate, justice of 
the peace, or field cornet to the effect that the animals 
are healthy, and compelling every horse dealer to give a 
certificate in which the animals are declared to be free 
from any disease. The mover said that he had intro- 
duced this subject by way of motion as the Secretary for 
Agriculture gave too short replies toquestions. (Laugh- 
ter.) This subject was of the highest interest to the 
farming population. The disease was prevalent over 
the whole country, and was spread further and further 
by the animals that were offered for sale by speculators, 
who travelled throughout the Colony. He would not 
advise anybody to buy a horse, for if one purchased a 
horse to-day it might be dead to-morrow. The Govern- 
ment must take strict measures, or glanders, scab, and 
other diseases would become epidemic all over the Colony. 
The terms of the motivn were short, fair, and easily 
workable. Therefore, he did not expect any objection. 

Hon. Mr. NEETHLING, who seconded the motion, said 
he had found that in many cases horses had been publicly 
sold without being first tested. The matter was a very 
serious one, and demanded the closest attention of the 
Government, for if no precautions were taken, the disease 
would go right through the Colony. (Hear, hear.) The 
disease was also dangerous to human beings. 

Hon. Mr. Du Torr reminded the House of a motion 
introduced by him on a former occasion, to the effect 
that the Government should take steps against the 
spreading of glanders. His motion was then rejected, 
because the late Secretary for Agriculture assured the 
House that he was doing his utmost to prevent the 
spreading of these pests. He trusted that the present 
Secretary for Agriculture would understand the danger 
and take the right measures against it. 

Hon. Mr. BELLINGAN pointed out that the other day 
two horses had been shot on the Parade in Cape Town. 
He wanted to know how it was possible that these 
horses were introduced there and put up for sale. Horses 
ought not to be sold unless certificates of health were 
provided by the dealers. 

Hon. Mr. Locuner said that glanders was prevalent 
on nearly all the farms in the Malmesbury district. He 
wished to go further than the mover, and desired that 
not only dealers but every private party who offered a 
horse for sale would have to show a certificate of health. 
Strict measures were necessary for the better protection 
of the farming classes. 

Hen. Mr. Mutper said that in the Oudtshoorn dis- 
trict hundreds of horses and donkeys had died of glan- 
ders, and he had information that a new lot was going 
to leave for that district. The matter, therefore, was 
one of urgency, and he wanted to know what measures 
the Government was going to take. 

Hon. Mr. Ross reminded the House that on August 
27, he brought forward the subject of glanders, and on 
that occasion, if he remembered aright, he received very 
scanty support from his hon. friends on bis left or from 
the Secretary for Agriculture. At the present moment 
meg was simply rampant from one end of South 
Africa to the other. (Hear, hear.) He suggested that 
instead of giving horses as compensation to farmers, they 
be given instead the horses’ cash value. Only recently 
at a certain military sale a farmer bought seven or eight 
horses. He was distinctly told that they were not 
suffering from glanders, but within fourteen days six of 
them developed the disease. He urged Government to 


take precautions against the sale of these horses by the 
military. 


Hon. Mr. Frost said he was not at all surprised at the [im 


discussion. For months past he had used every effort in 
his power to induce the military to have every horse 
and mule tested before it was sold. They assured him 
this was being done, but he was afraid the work was not 
carried out very efficiently. It was practically impossi- 
ble to prevent horses being sold until they were examined 
by a veterinary surgeon. All Government could do was 
to have horses properly tested, which had been done in 
the case of Colonial animals. He expected five veteri- 
nary surgeons to arrive in the country next week. 
(Hear, hear.) He wasas fully alive as any man in that 
House of the dangers of glanders, and it would be his 
endeavour to stamp it ont as soon as possible. It would 
be a costly thing, and would take some time, and he did 
not think it — be effected in the way proposed by the 
mover. 

Hon. Mr. WiLmot suggested that a short Act of Parlia- 
ment be immediately passed making the seller respon- 
sible for the condition of the horses, and insisting on his 
procuring a certificate showing that the animal was free 
from glanders. 

Hon. Mr. Van Den HEEVER said he would not be 
satisfied if certificates had tocome from veterinary sur- 

eons alone. Magistrates, Justices of the Peace, and 
‘ield-cornets enjoyed a much greater confidence with 

the farmer. He regretted that every Government put 
more confidence in the veterinary surgeons than in ex- 
perts who had the right knowledge of affairs. 

The PresIDENT thea put the motion, which was car- 
ried.—Cape Times. 


THE STUDDERT CASE. 


His Lerdship, Mr. Justice Barton, opened the Com- 
— of the Munster Winter Assizes in the City Court 

ouse, 

Immediately that his lordship took his seat, the 
Commission was read by Mr. Standish O’Grady, Clerk 
of the Crown and Peace, and of the Munster Winter 
Assizes County, after which the Grand Jury were sworn. 

His Lordship, addressing the jury, said :— Major 
Charles Studdert, his two sons John Studdert and 
Thomas Studdert, a clerk named Patrick Collins, and 4 
veterinary surgeon named Patrick Howard, are charg 
with conspiracy to obtain by false pretences money 0 
her late Majesty the Queen in connection with the pur 
chase in County Clare of horses for the Imperial Yeo 
manry in March, 1900. I have before me the depost- 
tions of nearly 120 witnesses, and copies of nearly 250 
documents, and you will perhaps be assisted in yout 
labours if I give you a brief outline of the case, and above 
all if I am able to make clear to you the very simple issue 
of fact with which—-as it seems to me—you have to deal. 
In January, 1900, Colonel St. Quintin placed himself 0 
communication with a number of horse dealers 10 Ire- 
land, and with Major Charles Studdert. Major Charles 
Studdert is a gentleman residing in the Co. Clare, who 
appears by the evidence to have been for many years 
engaged more or less in judging and dealing 10 Ir 
horses, and to have had previous dealings with Colone 
St. Quintin when the latter was Remount Officer 
Ireland. His son, John Studdert, lives with him, am 
assists him in his horsedealing and other business. 
clerk, Collins, also lived there. His son Thomas 15 
horsedealer in Co. Meath. It appears that from January 
8th to February 16th, 1900, Major Studdert was employ 
by Colonel St. Quintin as Remount Inspector at £2 * 
day and expenses. He had also the right to employ # 
veterinary surgeon at the same remuneration, a0 
selected Mr. Howard for that purpose. Between Jeune 
8th and February 16th, Major Studdert and Mr. Howa 
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® inspected and passed upwards of 350 horses. There is 
no complaint as to that period or as to those 350 horses. 
But it is necessary to refer to it for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the inception of Major Studdert’s employment 
and Major Studdert’s rate of remuneration, which, how- 
ever, also appears from the accounts and receipts fur- 
nished by Major Studdert to the Yeomanry Committee 
from time to time afterwards. On February 16th, 1900, 
the character of Major Studdert’s employment seems to 
have been changed, and from that time his position ap- 
pears to have been that of a purchasing agentat the same 
Wee salary as before, namely £2 aday, with expenses, his 
@e instructions being to buy from dealers at a maximum 
price of £30 per horse. The exact terms of his employ- 
ment seem to have been settled partly by correspondence 
and partly by oral conversations with Colonel St. Quin- 
tin, who in this part of the case—that is tu say as to the 
exact terms of Major Studdert’s employment, and the 
exact extent of his authority—was the only person re- 
presenting the military authorities who was in direct 
privity with Major Studdert. In pursuance of this 
arrangement with Colonel St. Quintin, Major Studdert 
bought, in the month of March, 1900, upwards of a 
thousand horses at £30 a piece, and they were represen- 
ted as having been bought from seven dealers. The 
charge in this case relates to 266 of these horses, which 
were represented as having been bought at £30 a piece 
from two dealers named Collins and Fletcher, 124 from 
Collins and 142 from Fletcher. With reference to these 
266 horses it is charged that the five accused persons 
were guilty of conspiring to obtain money by false pre- 
tences. It will be desirable also to bear in mind the 
class of horses which Major Studdert was to buy. Col. 
St. Quintin thus described them—‘“ What we really want 
for this business is a small, useful animal, that will live 
on nothing, scramble about the country, and stand still 
under fire, for a poor horseman to get on and off ; there- 
fore he must be of a certain age, and as sedate as you 
like. I don’t mind blemishes, and I don’t mind partial 
unsoundness, as long as he will do his work.” The case 
is somewhat complicated by the fact that John Studdert 
and Thomas Studdert were horse dealers, or, at all events, 
dealt in horses, John Studdert assisting his father in 
County Clare, and Thomas Studdert having a horse deal- 
ing establishment in County Meath, where Fletcher was 
is partner. Although applications were made and 
receipts given in Collins’ name, I do not find it suggested 
in the depositions that any of the moneys paid for these 
266 horses by the Yeomanry Committee were appropria- 
ted by Major Studdert, Collins, or Howard. The bank- 
ing accounts are disclosed, and will, I presume, be before 
you ; but as far as 1 can ascertain the Facts, the money is 
Sieged to have gone to John Studdert and Thomas Stud- 
arts or Thomas’s partner, Fletcher. In fact John Stud- 
+ and Thomas Studdert were treated by Major Stud- 
a and treated themselves, as dealers in the transac- 
lon. But, to speak concisely, the criminal charge 
opined to me to be that these five accused persons con- 
pired by the false pretence of putting forward the 
hames of Collins and Fletcher, to obtain for the two 
iyi: Studderts a dealer’s profit, to which they were 
a catitled, and which they would not without such 
ie ence have obtained. If you bear in mind this 
sear waa you will have little difficulty in threading 
which the maze of testimony and documents 
i which I Eeeens to you. There is one other 
prima face ink I ought to mention. If you find a 
iatesas Hs of conspiracy, you are entitled to dis- 
ought Hong tween the five accused persons, and you 
sate aae consider the case of each of them separately, so 
thot as In each case whether there is a prima facie of 
which aay ~s concert in the fraudulent conspiracy 
8 alleged. It is not suggested in the deposi- 


doubtedly used. You will consider whether there is a 
prima facie case that it was used with his knowledge 
and co operation. Howard, the veterinary surgeon, was 
necessarily mixed up in all these transactions. 
veterinary surgeon would be a useful assistant in such a 
consyiracy—if conspiracy there was; but you will con- 
sider whether dis action in the matter was consistent 
with the innocent association of a professional man em- 
ployed as such in large horse dealing transactions, or 
whether there is a prima facie case of guilty participa- 
tion on his Echo (Cork). 


Presentation to Vet.-Captain Walker. 


The non-commissioned officers of the 4th Battery 2nd 
West Yorks Royal Garrison Artillery Volunteers held 
their annual dinner at the White Swan Hotel, Halifax, 
on Wednesday, 12th ult. Armourer-Sergeant Hincliffe 
preanee. Amongst the guests invited were Captain 

. H. Foster, Captain Dela Force, R.F.A. (adjutant 
Captain Osborn, Lieutenant Osborn, Vet.-Captain P. M. 
Walker, and Sergeant-Major Cummins. An interesting 
feature of the evening was the presentation of a massive 
silver rose bowl to Vet.-Captain P. M. Walker, to mark 
the occasion of his recent marriage. “Both Captain and 
Mrs. Walker, it is interesting to mention, sre natives 
of Luss, Loch Lomond. The bowl was subscribed for 
by the officers and non-commissioned officers of the 
regiment. After the usual loyal toast had been suitably 
honoured, 

Captain Foster rose to make the presentation to Vet.- 
Captain Walker. He said he had been asked to present 
that bow] to Captain Walker on behalf of the officers 
and non-commissioned officers of the battery as a small 
token of their respect, and at the same time to say that 
they wished him long life and much happiness.  Vet.- 
Captain Walker had served in the volunteer regiments 
for 29 years—14 years in the cavalry, and for 14 years 
with the artillery. That battery owed much to Vet.- 
Captain Walker. Ten years ago he found himself prac- 
tically the only officer in the battery. Captain Walker, 
however, introduced Captain Wright who afterwards 
joined the battery, and then,’ through Mr. Wright, they 
got Captain Osborn, Lieut. Osborn, Lieut. Whitley, 
and Lieut. Walker. Vet.-Capt. Walker was a thoroughly 
capable officer, and he hoped he might have many 
> — Nights, on which to fill that bowl. (Ap- 

ause. 

4 Vet.-Captain Walker, in returning thanks, said that 
if ever the wind had been taken out of his sails it had 
been that night, because he never expected anything of 
this sort. He could not find words to exprese the grati- 
fication he felt, especially for the kind words of Captain 
Foster, which had sent a thrill of pride through his 
“Hieland heart.” From his experience in the cavalry 
and his present corps, he could say that his most enjoy- 
able days had been been spent with the latter, especi- 
ally on the line of March. (Applause). That day would 
be the red letter day of his military career. He could 
assure them that his wife would appreciate the gift of 
that handsome cup, and to him it would always be a 
memento of their unfailing kindness to him, of his man 
happy years of service with them, and he should wit 
pride hand their magnificent gift down to pusterity. 
(Applause.)—T'he Halifax Guardian. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


“THE DIPLOMAT.” 


Sir 
I recently sent up a question to an M.P. askiag him to 
put it toa certain department. Now this is a question on 


tions that either Collins or Ho i 
, ward received any of the 
‘Moneys paid for these horses. Collins’ wri Bn un- 


a statement that has appeared again and again in your 
journal, further it has been embodied in the protest of the 
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December 6, 1902 


CAPE PARLIAMENT. 


Tue SPREAD OF GLANDERS. 


Hon. Mr. Van Den HEEVER moved that, owing to 
the prevalence of glanders, the Government should intro- 
duce a measure prohibiting the sale of and the trading 
in horses and mules in the Colony, without a certificate 
of a veterinary surgeon, or of the magistrate, justice of 
the peace, or field cornet to the effect that the animals 
are healthy, and compelling every horse dealer to give a 
certificate in which the animals are declared to be free 
from any disease. The mover said that he had intro- 
duced this subject by way of motion as the Secretary for 
Agriculture gave too short replies to questions. (Laugh- 
ter.) This subject was of the highest interest to the 
farming population. The disease was prevalent over 
the whole country, and was spread further and further 
by the animals that were offered for sale by speculators, 
who travelled throughout the Colony. He would not 
advise anybody to buy a horse, for if one purchased a 
horse to-day it might be dead to-morrow. The Govern- 
ment must take strict measures, or glanders, scab, and 
other diseases would become epidemic all over the Colony. 
The terms of the motivn were short, fair, and easily 
workable. Therefore, he did not expect any objection. 

Hon. Mr. NEETHLING, who seconded the motion, said 
he had found that in many cases horses had been publicly 
sold without being first tested. The matter was a very 
serious one, and demanded the closest attention of the 
Government, for if no precautions were taken, the disease 
would go right through the Colony. (Hear, hear.) The 
disease was also dangerous to human beings. 

Hon. Mr. Du Torr reminded the House of a motion 
introduced by him on a former occasion, to the effect 
that the Government should take steps against the 
spreading of glanders. His motion was then rejected, 
because the late Secretary for Agriculture assured the 
House that he was doing his utmost to prevent the 
spreading of these pests. He trusted that the present 
Secretary for Agriculture would understand the danger 
and take the right measures against it. 

Hon. Mr. BELLINGAN pointed out that the other day 
two horses had been shot on the Parade in Cape Town. 
He wanted to know how it was possible that these 
horses were introduced there and put up for sale. Horses 
ought not to be sold unless certificates of health were 
provided by the dealers. 

Hon. Mr. LocHNER said that glanders was prevalent 
on nearly all the farms in the Malmesbury district. He 
wished to go further than the mover, and desired that 
not only dealers but every private party who offered a 
horse for sale would have tv show a certificate of health. 
Strict measures were necessary for the better protection 
of the farming classes. 

Hcn. Mr. Mutper said that in the Oudtshoorn dis- 
trict hundreds of horses and donkeys had died of glan- 
ders, and he had information that a new lot was going 
to leave for that district. The matter, therefore, was 
one of urgency, and he wanted to know what measures 
the Government was going to take. 

Hon. Mr. Ross reminded the House that on August 
27, he brought forward the subject of glanders, and on 
that occasion, if he remembered aright, he received very 
scanty support from his hon. friends on his left or from 
the Secretary for Agricultnre. At the present moment 
meg was simply rampant from one end of South 
Africa to the other. (Hear, hear.) He suggested that 
instead of giving horses as compensation to farmers, they 
be given instead the horses’ cash value. Only recently 
at a certain military sale a farmer bought seven or eight 
horses. He was distinctly told that they were not 
suffering from glanders, but within fourteen days six of 
them developed the disease. He urged Government to 


take precautions against the sale of these horses by the 
military. 

Hon. Mr. Frost said he was not at all surprised at the 
discussion. For months past he had used every effort in 
his power to induce the military to have every horse 
and mule tested before it was sold. They assured him 
this was being done, but he was afraid the work was not 
carried out very efficiently. It was practically impossi- 
ble to prevent horses being sold until they were examined 
by a veterinary surgeon. All Government could do was 
to have horses properly tested, which had been done in 
the case of Colonial animals. He expected five veteri- 
nary surgeons to arrive in the country next week. 
(Hear, hear.) He wasas fully alive as any man in that 
House of the dangers of glanders, and it would be his 
endeavour to stamp it ont as soon as possible. It would 
be a costly thing, and would take some time, and he did 
not think it po be effected in the way proposed by the 
mover. 

Hon. Mr. WiLMot suggested that a short Act of Parlia- 
ment be immediately passed making the seller respon- 
sible for the condition of the horses, and insisting on bis 
procuring a certificate showing that the animal was free 
from glanders. 

Hon. Mr. Van DEN HEEVER said he would not be 
satisfied if certificates had to come from veterinary sur- 

eons alone. Magistrates, Justices of the Peace, and 
‘jeld-cornets enjoyed a much greater confidence with 
the farmer. He regretted that every Government put 
more confidence in the veterinary surgeons than in ex- 
perts who had the right knowledge of affairs. 

The PRESIDENT then put the motion, which was car- 
ried.—Cape Times. 


THE STUDDERT CASE. 


His Lerdship, Mr. Justice Barton, opened the Com- 
— of the Munster Winter Assizes in the City Court- 

ouse, 

Immediately that his lordship took his seat, the 
Commission was read by Mr. Standish O’Grady, Clerk 
of the Crown and Peace, and of the Munster Winter 
Assizes County, after which the Grand Jury were sworn. 

His Lordship, addressing the jury, said :— Major 
Charles Studdert, his two sons John Studdert and 
Thomas Studdert, a clerk named Patrick Collins, and a 
veterinary surgeon named Patrick Howard, are charged 
with conspiracy to obtain by false pretences money of 
her late Majesty the Queen in connection with the pu'- 
chase in County Clare of horses for the Imperial Yeo- 
manry in March, 1900. I have before’ me the deposi- 
tions of nearly 120 witnesses, and copies of nearly 250 
documents, and you will perhaps be assisted in your 
labours if I give you a brief outline of the case, and above 
all if I am able to make clear to you the very simple issue 
of fact with which—-as it seems to me—you have to deal. 
In January, 1900, Colonel St. Quintin placed himself in 
communication with a number of horse dealers in Ire- 
land, and with Major Charles Studdert. Major Charles 
Studdert isa gentleman residing in the Co. Clare, who 
appears by the evidence to have been for many years 
engaged more or less in judging and dealing in Irish 
horses, and to have had previous dealings with Colonel 
St. Quintin when the latter was Remount Officer 0 
Ireland. His son, John Studdert, lives with him, an¢ 
assists him in his horsedealing and other business. His 
clerk, Collins, also lived there. His son Thomas 18 4 
horsedealer in Co. Meath. It appears that from .Januaty 
8th to February 16th, 1900, Major Studdert was employed 
by Colonel St. Quintin as Remount Inspector at £2 4 
day and expenses. He had also the right to employ @ 
veterinary surgeon at the same remuneration, and be 
selected Mr. Howard for that purpose. Between January 
Sth and February 16th, Major Studdert and Mr. Howard 
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inspected and passed upwards of 350 horses. There is 
no complaint as to that period or as to those 350 horses. 
But it is necessary to refer to it for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the inception of Major Studdert’s employment 
and Major Studdert’s rate of remuneration, which, how- 
ever, also appears from the accounts and receipts fur- 
nished by Major Studdert to the Yeomanry Committee 
from time to time afterwards. On February 16th, 1900, 
the character of Major Studdert’s employment seems to 


1 do was have been changed, and from that time his position ap- 
done in pears to have been that of a purchasing agentat the same 
2 veteri- salary as before, namely £2 a day, with expenses, his 
| week, instructions being to buy from dealers at a maximum 
in that [me price of £30 per horse. The exact terms of his employ- 
d be his = ment seem to have been settled partly by correspondence 
t would and partly by oral conversations with Colonel St. Quin- 
1 he did tin, who in this part of the case—that is tu say as to the 


exact terms of Major Studdert’s employment, and the 
exact extent of his authority—was the only person re- 
presenting the military authorities who was in direct 
privity with Major Studdert. In pursuance of this 
arrangement with Colonel St. Quintin, Major Studdert 
bought, in the month of March, 1900, upwards of a 
thousand horses at £30 a piece, and they were represen- 
ted as having been bought from seven dealers. The 
charge in this case relates to 266 of these horses, which 
were represented as having been bought at £30 a piece 
from two dealers named Collins and Fletcher, 124 from 
Collins and 142 from Fletcher. With reference to these 
266 horses it is charged that the five accused persons 
were guilty of conspiring to obtain money by false pre- 
tences. It will be desirable also to bear in mind the 
class of horses which Major Studdert was to buy. Col. 
St. Quintin thus described them—‘“ What we really want 
for this business is a small, useful animal, that will live 
on nothing, scramble about the country, and stand still 
under fire, for a poor horseman to get on and off ; there- 
fore he must be of a certain age, and as sedate as you 
like. I don’t mind blemishes, and I don’t mind partial 
unsoundness, as long as he will do his work.” The case 
is somewhat complicated by the fact that John Studdert 
and Thomas Studdert were horse dealers, or, at all events, 
dealt in horses, John Studdert assisting his father in 
County Clare, and Thomas Studdert having a horse deal- 
ing establishment in County Meath, where Fletcher was 
his partner. Although applications were made and 
receipts given in Collins’ name, I do not find it suggested 
in the depositions that any of the moneys paid for these 
266 horses by the Yeomanry Committee were appropria- 
ted by Major Studdert, Collins, or Howard. The bank- 
ing accounts are disclosed, and will, I presume, be before 
you ; but as far as 1 can ascertain the facts, the money is 
alleged to have gone to John Studdert and Thomas Stud- 
dert, or Thomas’s partner, Fletcher. In fact John Stud- 
dert and Thomas Studdert were treated by Major Stud- 
dert, and treated themselves, as dealers in the transac- 
tion. But, to speak concisely, the criminal charge 
seems to me to be that these five accused persons con- 
spired by the false pretence of putting forward the 
names of Collins and Fletcher, to obtain for the two 
younger Studderts a dealer’s profit, to which they were 
not entitled, and which they would not without such 
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years 
Irish false pretence have obtained. If you bear in mind this 
slonel imple issue, you will have little difficulty in threading 


ae ARS the maze of testimony and documents 
ame will be presented to you. There is one other 
. er which I think I ought to mention. If you find a 

at agg ane of conspiracy, you are entitled to dis- 
ps ® between the five accused persons, and you 
© consider the case of each of them separately, so 
in each case whether there is a prima facte of 

which dge and concert in the fraudulent conspiracy 
1s alleged. It is not suggested in the deposi- 


doubtedly used. You will consider whether there is a 
prima facie case that it was used with his knowledge 
and co operation. Howard, the veterinary surgeon, was 
necessarily mixed up in all these transactions. A 
veterinary surgeon would be a useful assistant in such a 
conspiracy—if conspiracy there was; but you will con- 
sider whether dis action in the matter was consistent 
with the innocent association of a professional man em- 
ployed as such in large horse dealing transactions, or 
whether there is a prima facte case of guilty participa- 
tion on his part.—Hvening (Cork). 


Presentation to Vet.-Captain Walker. 


The non-commissioned officers of the 4th Battery 2nd 
West Yorks Royal Garrison Artillery Volunteers held 
their annual dinner at the White Swan Hotel, Halifax, 
on Wednesday, 12th ult. Armourer-Sergeant Hincliffe 

resided. Amongst the guests invited were Captain 

. H. Foster, Captain De la Force, R.F.A. nee 
Captain Osborn, Lieutenant Osborn, Vet.-Captain P. M. 
Walker, and Sergeant-Major Cummins. An interesting 
feature of the evening was the presentation of a massive 
silver rose bowl to Vet.-Captain P. M. Walker, to mark 
the occasion of his recent marriage. “Both Captain and 
Mrs. Walker, it is interesting to mention, sre natives 
of Luss, Loch Lomond. The bow] was subscribed for 
by the officers and non-commissioned officers of the 
regiment. After the usual loyal toast had been suitably 
honoured, 

Captain Foster rose to make the presentation to Vet.- 
Captain Walker. He said he had been asked to present 
that bow] to Captain Walker on behalf of the officers 
and non-commissioned officers of the battery as a small 
token of their respect, and at the same time to say that 
they wished him long life and much happiness. Vet.- 
Captain Walker had served in the volunteer regiments 
for 29 years—14 years in the cavalry, and for 14 years 
with the artillery. That battery owed much to Vet.- 
Captain Walker. Ten years ago he found himself prac- 
tically the only officer in the battery. Captain Walker, 
however, introduced Captain Wright who afterwards 
joined the battery, and then,’ through Mr. Wright, they 
got Captain Osborn, Lieut. Osborn, Lieut. Whitley, 
and Lieut. Walker. Vet.-Capt. Walker was a thoroughly 
capable officer, and he hoped he might have many 
St. Andrew’s Nights, on which to fill that bowl. (Ap- 
plause.) 

Vet.-Captain Walker, in returning thanks, said that 
if ever the wind had been taken out of his sails it had 
been that night, because he never expected anything of 
this sort. He could not find words to exprese the grati- 
fication he felt, especially for the kind words of Captain 
Foster, which had sent a thrill of pride through bis 
“ Hieland heart.” From his experience in the cavalry 
and his present corps, he could say that his most enjoy- 
able days had been been spent with the latter, especi- 
ally on the line of March. (Applause). That day would 
be the red letter day of his military career. He could 
assure them that his wife would appreciate the gift of 
that handsome cup, and to him it would always be a 
memento of their unfailing kindness to him, of his man 
happy years of service with them, and he should wit 
pride hand their magnificent gift down to pusterity. 
(Applause.)—The Halifax Guardian. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


“THE DIPLOMAT.” 


Sir, 
I recently sent up a question to an M.P. asking him to 
put it toa certain department. Now this is a question on 


tions that either Collins or Howard recei 
, ceived any of the 
Moneys paid for these horses. Collins’ eee un- 


a statement that has appeared again and again in your 
journal, further it has been embodied in the protest of the 
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R.C.V.S. The M.P. showed it to a secretary of the Depart- 
ment, asking him if a certain night would be convenient 
for him to answer it. On looking over the question the 
secretary denied the statements therein, and the M.P. 
wrote to me saying that under there circumstances he could 
not see his way to put the question. Feeling that I re- 
— to justify my action in the eyes of the M.P., I made 
urther enquiries and got confirmation that the statements 
that I had made were correct, and wrote again telling him 
so. I further stated that seeing this was the first time that 
the statements had been denied, I asked his permission to 
publish the same. Back came a letter, please send mea 
draft of the article you intend to publish before doing so 
which I will submit to the Secretary of the Department. As 
requested I did this, the article being nearly a copy of the 
M.P.’s letter. After about a week’s interval I had a reply 
from the M.P. which stated that the Secretary objects to 
a private interview with him being published, and the M.P. 
adds that he therefore thinks that this matter cannot be 
prosecuted further meantime. I have replied to this, giving 
the M.P. my opinion of the Secretary’s conduct, and again 
asking for permission to publish one sentence of his reply. 
That this Secretary has quite lived up to the opinion held re- 
garding him by many in our profession, I am sure you, sir, 
will certify. Thisis another lesson, that when dealing with 
Government Departments, that no chance of escape should 
be given. By this I mean, star all questions, give no private 
notice, and await a verbal reply in the House. 
N. B. 


REMOUNT OFFICERS AND VETERINARIANS. 
Sir, 

As one who took part in the work of transporting horses 
from Canada and Russia to the seat of war, I would like to 
thank you for your leading article which is a clear and fair 
statement of the case. Although I was so fortunate as to 
meet with Remount Officers whose conduct and company 
was all that could be desired, they told me of their exper- 
ience of drunken and insubordinate men—I will not say 
veterinary surgeons—who were sent from the American side 
in professional charge. These persons had _ so-called 
‘*diplomas’”’ granted to them on the strength of attendance 
on lectures extending over periods varying from three to 
six months, and some at least of them had run through, for 
the sake of employment by the British Gdernment It is 
not surprising if some remount officers witlaless discrimina- 
tion than those I had the pleasure to be connected with, 
should form a bad opinion of veterinary surgeons, when like 
one or two officers I need not mention, they were too much 
inflated with their own importance to differentiate between 
a three months Panana man, and an experienced gentleman 
such as Mr. Dyer, whose conduct on all occasions merits 
Lord Robert’s description of the British soldier. 1 met, it 
is true, on one occasion with one of these pompous and pur- 
blind martinets (at Fiume) who refused to pay my detention 
money on the ground that he ‘ had not employed me while 
waiting.”” This was absurd enough, when the pay was ex- 
plicitly stated to be for detention, but at home we should re- 
gard the examination of four hundred horses a day 
as something approaching to occupation, if not ‘ employ- 
ment,” and that was what I did during two of the three 
days, for which I put in my claim, and was subsequently 
at England. It was rather a good thing that Mr. 

yer should have headed off a bumptious 0.C., for no one 
could do it better; and having known him for more than 
twenty years I can say that no one has better upheld the 
dignity of the veterinary profession at all times. 

Haronp Leenry, M.R.C.V.S. 

Hove. 


. MORE WAR OFFICE DELAYS. 
ir, 

May I enquire through your columns if there are any 
members of the profession who served in South Africa as 
Civil Veterinary Surgeons during the late campaign who 
have received their medals for that service ? 

Personally I made enquiries at the War Office so long 
ago as June, 1901. when I was informed that Civil Veteri- 
nary Surgeons were entitled to the medal but for the last 
three months I have been unable to obtain even an acknow- 


“never mentioned.—Thanking you in anticipation, 


ledgment of my letters on the subject from the War Offic, 

Asit is now a year and eleven months since I returned 
after my first twelve months service it is surely time | 
might reasonably expect to hear something about it and mJy 


doubt there are many others who were at the Cape whi 

think likewise and who would be interested to know if any i 

Civil Veterinary Surgeon has received his medal. on 
It is not the worth of the thing itself but that it wouli aay 


be a small momento of a bit of hard work done by some of 
us in the field for which we sometimes got hearty abuse ani 
certainly very little credit. 

C.V.S. 


VETERINARY INSPECTION IN IRELAND. 
Sir, 
With the object of eliciting the opinion of veterinary iy. 7 
spectors in Ireland with regard to recent orders of the 7 
Department of Agriculture, etc., permit me to call attention 7 
to the latest addition to the several extra duties which hay 77 
been placed upon our shoulders without the suggestion of : : 


extra remuneration. By it County Councils are directed tp 
call on us to make regular inspections of numerous swine 
lairs. pig dealers’ premises 1nd all others who, in th 7% 
opinion of the police, may have had any dealings or contact 79 
with such pig dealers, or the like, to see that the premise: (0% 
of each will have been periodivally scraped and limewashel 7 
including vehicles, etc. This will entail enormous expense 
and loss of time, and being more mechanical than pro 
fessional will lack the interest which attaches to clinical 
work. 

I feel convinced that it would be the desire of the veteri- 9 
nary officers of the Department that we should be fairly I 
compensated for our share in the strenuous efforts which J 
are being made to stamp out al] the contagious disease. Fy 
Unfortunately, however. we are left to the tender mercy o 9 
County Councils, some of whom will be slow to recognise 
the sacrifices which we are expected to make in our day in 
order to rid the country of plagues and leave our successor 
free from such troubles. 

This new Department is lavish in its expenditure in other 
directions of improvement, and when it creates labou, (i 
foreign to that for which we contracted, why not make du © 
provision for its performance In many cases the salary 
of veterinary inspectors hardly pays car hire.— Yours traly. 

ONE OF THE WORKERS. 


VACCINATING A PACK FOR DISTEMPER. 
Dear Sir. 

I notice in your issue of The Veterinary Record of Nov. 
8th, an extract from The Liverpool Mereury in which it } 
stated that Mr. Howatson, M.R.C.V.S., St. Asaph, is vace- 
nating the Flint and Denbigh Hounds, and that asit isthe 
first pack to be vaccinated the result will be watched with 7 
interest.” Allow me to state this is not the first pach (§ 
vaccinated with lymph supplied by Dr. Phisalix, as I vact! 
nated the whole of the ‘‘ North Cotswold Hunt” puppies © 
April and the succeeding months. C 

I am looking forward to giving an account of these ani = 
their result in the spring of next year when all the pupplé H 
now at “walk” are returned to the kennels and thereby | 
brought in contact with distemper. 

ArcuipaLp Renrrew, M.R.C.V-. 

Broadway, Worcestershire. 

Nov. 26th. 


LINCOLNSHIRE V.M.A. 
Sir, 
In the report of the last meeting published in The Record 
of Nov. 22nd, I am credited with saying that in chest affee © 
tions ‘‘I do not agree with giving animals stimulants of ay ie 
kind.” As this is an error, due no doubt to the shorthat 
writer, I shall be obliged if you will kindly find space - s 
valuable paper for this letter. The subject of Mr. Percy’ 
essay was ‘‘The Use of Counter-Irritants in Respirato’ 9% 
Diseases,” and I stated that * I did not agree with the appl’ 
tion of mild stimulants,” etc. etc., internal 


faithfully, “<0, 
. Russel? 


Grantham, Nov. 26th, 
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